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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 

the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 

suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 
review form. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to 
provide additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Yes. It is a recommendation of the ICRP that radiation does to patients be documented for 

every investigation. TLDs are used for measuring the dose. Doing this is not only 
expensive but also takes time. For this reason, many hospital facilities in poor income 
countries find it difficult to document patients doses for radiology/x-ray examinations. So 
the method employed by the author can help to document  patient doses without  much 
expenses as it just requires making simple calculations. 

2. The title is in line with the work done 
3. Abstract is okay except for the minor omissions pointed out in the review track eg study 

design and  period were  not included. 
 

4. Yes. They are.  
 

5. Yes.  The few omissions were highlighted in the review track for correction. The author 
however needs to provide evidence of ethical considerations/approval for the study and 
also include a statement of obtaining consent from the patients. 
 

6. References are adequate and  fairly recent.  However, the author(s) need to use  the 
journal recommended  referencing  style. 
 
 
I have the following additional comments: 

1. The author(s) have to do language  editing of the work and correct for grammatical errors. 
 

2. In the method section, the  author (s)should provide a sketch diagram of the experimental 
setup. 

3. The result in table one has to be revised following the comments/advice in the review 
track. Table 1 should present only the bio data of the subjects. Then the other contents 
should be in other tables as suggested. 

4. There was no discussion so author(s) should discuss their work. 
5. Also reviewer will suggest including recommendations and limitation(s) of the study 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
communications? 

There is need for language  editing of the work. The author is a bit deficient in English grammar. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I recommend minor revision 
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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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